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DECISION 

The attached Stipulated Surrender of License and Order is hereby adopted by 

the Board of Registered Nursing, Department of Consumer Affairs, as its 

Decision in this matter. 

This Decision shall become effective on July 3,2012. 

ITIS SO ORDERED this July 3,2012. 
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Registered Nurse "License No. 627861
 
16
 

Respondent.

17 II 

I
 

.....J 

18 

19 IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between the parties in this 

20 proceeding that the following matters are true: 

21 PARTIES 

22 1. Louise R. Bailey, M.Ed., RN (Complainant) is the Interim Executive Officer of the 

23 Board of Registered Nursing. She brought this action solely in her official capacity and is 

24 represented in this matter by Kamala D. Hanis, Attorney General ofthe State of California, by 

. ~5___ -.Nicole_R...Irama,_nep_uty.AttQmey__G~er~l._._. I ..:L 

26 2. Mary Frances Mohr, also known as Mary Frances Fenner (Respondent) is 

27 representing herself in this proceeding and has chosen not to exercise her right to be represented 

28 by counsel. 
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oJ. On or about October 14, 2003, the Board of Registered Nursing issued Registered 

Nurse License No. 627861 to Mary Frances Molrr, also known as Mary Frances Fenner 

(Respondent). The Registered Nurse License was in full force and effect at all times relevant to 

the charges brought in Accusation No. 2012-330 and will expire on November 30, 2013, unless 

renewed. On or about October 13,2011, pursuant to an order issued by the Superior Court of 

California, Respondent's license was suspended under Penal Code section 23. 

JURISDICTION 

4. Accusation No. 2012-330 was filed before the Board of Registered Nursing (Board), 

Department of Consumer Affairs, and is currently pending against Respondent. The Accusation _ 

and all other statutorily required documents were properly served on Respondent on December 1, 

2011. Respondent timely filed her Notice of Defense contesting the Accusation. A copy of 

Accusation No. 2012-330 is attached as Exhibit A and incorporated by reference. 

ADVISEMENT AND WAIVERS 

5. Respondent has carefully read, and understands the charges and allegations in 

Accusation No. 2012-:330. Respondent also has carefullyread, and understands the effects of this 

Stipulated Surrender of License and Order. 

6. Respondent is fully aware of her legal rights in this matter, including the right to a 

hearing on the charges and allegations in the Accusation; the right to be represented by counsel, at 

her own expense; the right to confront and cross-examine the witnesses against her; the right to 

present evidence and to testify on her own behalf; the right to the.issuance qf subpoenas to 

compel the attendance of witnesses and the production of documents; the right to reconsideratiop 

and court review of an adverse decision; and all other rights accorded by the California 

Administrative Procedure Act and other applicable laws. 

7. Respondent voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently waives and gives up each and 

25_~Y~Iyright s~tfQJ.:th above-=-. 

26 

_ 
------------'--------------1------­

27 

28 
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CULPABILITY1 

8. Respondent admits the truth of eac;h and every charge and allegation in Accusation 2
 

3
 No. 2012-330, agrees that cause exists for discipline and hereby surrenders her Registered Nurse 

4 License No. 627861 for the Board's formal acceptance. 

9. Respondent understands that by signing this stipulation she enables the\ Board to issue 

6 an order accepting the surrender of her Registered Nurse License without further process. 

7 CONTINGENCY 

8 10. This stipulation shall be subject to appro'val by the Board of Registered Nursing.
 

9
 Respondent understands and agrees that counsel for Complainant and the staff of the Board of 

Registered Nursing may communicate.directly with the Board regarding this stipuiation and 

-11 surrender, without notice to or participation by Respondent. By signing the stipulation, 

12 Respondent understands and agrees that she may not withdraw her agreement or seek to rescind 

13 the stipulation prior to the time the Board considers and acts upon it. If the Board fails to adopt 

14 this stipulation as its Decision and Order, the Stipulated Surrender and Disciplinary Order shall be 

of no force or effect, except for this paragraph, it shall be inadmissible in any legal action 

16 between the parties, and the Board shall not be disqualified from further action by having 

17 considered this matter. 

18 11. The parties understand and agree that facsimile copies of this Stipulated Surrender of 

19 License and Order, including facsimile signatures thereto, shall have the same force and effect a,s 

the originals. 

21 . 12. This Stipulated Surrender of License and Order is intended by the parties to be an 

22 integrated writing representing the complete, final, and exclusive embodiment of their agreement. 

23 It sllpersedes any and all prior or contemporaneous agreements, understandings, discussions, 

24. negotiations, and commitments (written or oral). This Stipulated Surrender of License and Order 

__ JJlay__nQLb~ _Ehlt~J~9, __am~pc!~41J!!~difl~(:1"-_~~EP)e_~~~t~9~_~·_~t~e~~ise changed except by a wri~_i~~~_' 

26 executed by an authorized representative of each of the parties. 

27 13. In consideration of the foregoing admissions and stipulations, the parties agree that 

28 the Board may, without further notice or formal proceeding, issue and enter the following Order: 
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ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Registered Nurse License No. 627861, issued to
 

Respondent Mary Frances Mohr, also known as Mary Frances Fenner, is surrendered and
 

acc'epted by the Board of Registered Nursing.
 

1. The surrender of Respondent's Registered Nurse License and the acceptance of the
 

surrendered license by the Board shall constitute the imposition of discipline against Respondent.
 

This stipulation constitutes a record of the discipline and shall become a part of Respondent's
 

license history with the Board of Registered Nursing.
 

2. Respondent shall lose all rights and privileges as a registered nurse in California as of
 

the effective date of the Board's Decision and Order.
 

3. Respondent shall cause to be delivered to the Board her pocket license and, if one was
 

issued, her wall certificate on or before the effective date of the Decision and Order.
 

4. If Respondent ever files an application for licensure or a petition for reinstatement in 

the State of California, the Board shall treat it as a petition for reinstatement. Respondent must 

comply with all the laws, regulations and procedures for reinstatement of a revoked license in . 

effect at the time the petition is filed, and all of the charges and allegations contained in 

Accusation No. 2012-330 shall be deemed to be true, correct and admitted by Respondent when 

the Board determines whether to grant or deny the petition. 

5. If and when Respondent's license is reinstated, she shall pay to the Board costs 

associated with its investigation and enforcemept pursuant to Business and Professions Code 

section 125.3 in the l;lmount of $7,479.75. Respondent shall be permitted to pay the::;e costs in a 

payment plan approved by the Board. Nothing in this provision shall be construed to prohibit the 

Board from reducing the amount of cost recovery upon reinstatement of the license. 

6. IfRespondent should ever apply or reapply for a new license or certification, or 

_petitiQu_for reinstatement oLaJj.Q~11::;~--,_QY_~11YQtb:.erh_eAltb_f.areJ!~el}singagen~y ip theJltat~~ _ 

California, all of the charges and allegations contained in Accusation, No: 2012-330 shall be 

deemed to be true, correct, and admitted by Respondent for the purpose of any Statement of 

Issues or any other proceeding seeking to deny or restrict licensure. 
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' 7. Respondent shall not appt'y for licensure or petition for reinstatement for tWo (2) 

years from the effective date of the Board of Registered Nursing's Decision and Order, 

ACCEPTANCE 

, I have carefully read the Stipulated Surrender of License and Order, r understand the 

stipulation and the effect it will haveon my Registered Nurse License, I enter into this 

Stipulated Surrender of License and Order voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently, and agree to 

be bound by the Decision and Order of the Board of Registered Nursing. 

DATED: lMMtL \~ 1M tJ::, 

!'\ .

'"',
 

MARY FRANCES 'MOHR, AKA MARY 
FRANCES FENNER 
Respondent,11 

12 ENDORSEMENT 
13 The foregoing Stipulated Surrender of License and Order is hereby respectfully submitted 
14 for consideration by the Board ofRegistered Nursing of the Department ofConsumer Affairs. 

Respectfully submitted) 
16 

KAMALA D. HARRfS 
Attorney General ofCalifornia17 
JAMES M. LEDAKIS 
Supervising Deputy Attorney General 18 

19 /Ylr cIA R ~ 7/~~~ 
NICOLE R'. TRAMA
 
Deputy Attorney General
 

21 Auorneys for Complainan.t
 

22 

23
 
SD2011800744
 

24 80S112024.doc 

26 

27 

19 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

11 

12 In the Matter of the Accusation Against: 
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aka MARY FRANCES FENNER 

14 712Clamath Street
 
Spring Valley, CA 91977
 

15 
Registered Nurse License No. 627861 

16 
Respondent.

17 

'<­
18 Complainant alleges: 

Case No. ~Ol~- 3'00 

ACCUSATION 

19 PARTIES. 

20 1. Louise R. Bailey, M.Ed., RN (Complainant) brings this Accusation solely in her 

21 official capacity as the Executive Officer of the Board of Registered Nursing, Department of 

22 Consumer Affairs. 

23 2. On or about October 14, 2003, the Board of Registered Nursing issued Registered 

24 Nurse License Number 627861 to Mary Frances Mohr, also known as Mary Frances Fenner 

25 (Respondent). The Registered Nurse License was in full force and effect at all times relevant to 

----26·­ the-eha-r-ges-broughtherein l;l.nd wjlLexpiIe_Ql.J.J~_Qyember 30,2013, unless renewed. On or about 
--­ _.._.-.----.. ".. ----- - --_._-­ ---_.--------------------1- --'_ 

27 October 13, 2011, pursuant to an order issued by the Superior Court of California, Respondent's 

28 license was suspended under Penal Code section 23. 
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JURISDICTION 

3. This Accusation is brought before the Board of Registered Nursing (Board),
 

3
 

2 

Departmentof Consumer Affairs, under the authority of the following laws. All section
 

4
 references are to the Business and Professions Code (Code) unless otherwise indicated. 

4. Section 2750 of the Code provides, in pertinent part, that the Board may discipline
 

6
 any licensee~ including a licensee holding a temporary or an inactive license, for any reasqn
 

7'
 provided in ArtiCle 3 (commencing with section 2750) of the Nursing Practice Act. 

5. Section 2764 of the Code provides, in pertinent part, that the expiration of a license
 

9
 

8 

shall not deprive the Board ofjurisdiction to proceed with a disciplinary proceeding against the 

licensee or to render a decision imposing discipline on the license. U?der section 2811, 

11 subdivision (b) ofthe Code, the Board may renew an expired license at any time within eight
 

12
 years after the expiration.
 

13
 STATUTORY PROVISIONS 

14 6. . Section 482 of the Code states: 

Each board underthe provisions of this code shall develop criteria to evaluate 
the rehabilitation of a person when: 

16 
(a) Considering the denial ofa license by the board under Section 480; or
 

17
 
(b) Considering suspension or revocation of a license under Section 490. 

18
 
Each board shall take into account all competent evidence of rehabilitation
 

19. fumished by the applicant or licensee. 

7. . Section 490 of the Code provides, in pertinent part, that a board may suspend or
 

21
 revoke a license on the ground that the licensee has been convicted of acrime substantially
 

22
 related. to the qualifications, functions, or duties ofthe business or profession for which the 

license was issued.
 

24
 

23 

8. Sectiqn 493 ofthe Code states: 

Notwithstand·ing any other provision· of law, in a proceeding conducted by a 
board within the department pursuant to law to deny an application for a license or to 

---26-. --"--suspend orre-vokea license or otherwise take dis.ciplina.ry action ~K~HlS.laJ2e.r~9Q.y.rh()~ 
holds a licerise, upon the ground that the applicant or the licensee has been. convicted - ­ . 

27 of a crime substantially related to the qualifications, functions, and duties of the
 
licensee in question, the record (of conviction of the crime shall be conclusive
 

28
 evidence of the fact that the conviction occurred, but only of that fact, and the board 
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may inquire into the circumstances surrounding the commission of the crime in order
 
to fix the degree of discipline orto determine if the conviction is substantially related.
 
to the qualifications, functions, and duties of the licensee in question.
 

As used in this section, "license" includes "certificate," "pennit," "authority,"
 
and "registration. 11
 

9. Section 2761 of the Code states: 

The board may take disciplinary action against a certified or licensed nurse or
 
deny an application for a certificate or license for any of the following:
 

. (a) Unprofessional conduct, which includes, but is not limited to, the 
following: 

(f) Conviction of a felony or of any offense substantially related to the
 
qualifications, functions, and duties of a registered nurse,. in which event the record of
 
the conviction shall be conclusive evidence thereof.
 

10. Section 2762 of the Code states: 

In addition to other acts constituting unprofessional conduct within the meaning 
of this chapter [the Nursing Practice Act], it is unprofessional conduct for a person 
licensed under this chapter to do any of the following: . 

(a) Obtain or possess in violation of law, or prescribe, or except as directed by 
a licensed physician and surgeon, dentist, or podiatrist administer to himself or 
herself, or furnish or administer to another, any controlled substance as defined' in 
Division 10 (commencing with Section 11000) of the Health and Safety Code or any 
dangerous drug or dangerous device as defined in Section 4022. 

, (b) Use any controlled substance as defined in Division 10 (commencing with 
Section 11000) of the Health and Safety Code, or any dangerous drug or dangerous 
device as defined in Section 4022, or alcoholic beverages, to an extent or in a manner 
dangerous or injurious to himself or herself, any other person, or the public or to the 
extent that such use impairs his or her ability to conduct with safety to the public the 
practice authorized by his or her license. . . . 

, ". . 

(c) Be convicted of a criminal offense involving the prescription, consumption, 
or self-administration of any of the substances described in subdivisions (a) ~nd (b) of 
this section, or the possession of, or falsification of a record pertaining to, the 
substances described in subdivision (a) of this section, in which event the record of 
the conviction is conclusive evidence thereof. 

~-------'---- ._-'--~-.._---'--'--'--I---~ 
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(e) Falsify, or make grossly incorrect, grossly inconsistent, or unintelligible
 
entries in any hospital, patient, or other record pertaining to the substances described
 
in subdivision (a) of this section.
 

REGULATORY PROVISIONS 

11. California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1444, states: 

A conviction or act shall be considered to' be substantially related to the
 
qualifications, functions or duties of a registered nurse if to 'a substantial degree it
 
evidences the present or potential unfitness of a registered nurse to practice in a
 
manner consistent with the public health, safety, or welfare. Such convictions or acts
 
shall include but not be limited to the following:
 

(a) Assaultive or abusive conduct including, but not limited to, those violations
 
listed in subdivision (d) of Penal Code Section 11160.
 

(b) Failure to comply with any mandatory reporting requirements. 

(c) Theft, dishonesty, fraud, or deceit. 

(d) Any conviction or act subject to an order of registration pursuant to Section
 
290 of the Penal Code.
 

12. California Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1445 states: 

(b) When considering the suspension or revocation of a license on the grounds
 
that a registered nurse has been convicted of a crime, the board, in evaluating the
 
rehabilitation of such person and his/her eligibility for a license will consider the
 
following criteria: '
 

(1) Nature and severity of the act(s) or offense(s). 

(2) Total criminal record. 

(3) The time that has elapsed since commission of the act(s) or offense(s). 

(4) Whether the licensee has complied with any terms of parole, probation,
 
restitution or any other sanctions lawfully imposed against the licensee.
 

( , 

(5) If applicable, evidence of expungement proceedings pursuant to Section
 
1203.4 of the Penal Code. ' .
 

(6) Evidence, if any, of rehabilitation submitted by the licensee. 

COSTS 

13. Section 12~)_0'_fue Code provides, in pertinent part, that the Board may request the ' 
-----.--------,.. -----------------..'--.--------------------I----- ­ r 

administrative law judge to direct a licentiate found to have committed a violation or violations of ! 
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the licensing act to pay a sum not to exceed the reasonable costs of the investigation and
 

enforcement of the case.
 

" DRUGS
 

14. Dilaudid, known generically as hydromorphone, is a Schedule II controlled substance 
" . 

as designated by Health and Safety Code Section 11055, subdivision (b)(1 )(K), and is a 

dangerous drug pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 4022. 

15." Demerol, known generically as meperedine, is a"Schedule II controlled substance as 

designated by Health and Safety Code Section 11055, subdivision (?)(l7), and is a dangerous 

drug pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 4022. 

16. Morphine sulfate is a Schedule II controlled substapce as designated by Health and
 

Safety Code section 11055, subdivision (b)(l)(L), and is a dangerous drug pursuant to Business
 

and Professions Code section 4022.
 

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

17. Respondent began employment as a registered nurse with Outpatient Surgery of Del
 

Mar (OSDM), a private medical facility, on August '1, 2007. As part of her new employee
 
( 

orientation, Respondent acknowledged with her signature that she received training on OSDM's 

Policy and Procedure Manual, charting and forms, and medicine administration and 

documentation. 

18. On or about Januaty 4, 2010, a charge nurse with the "responsibility to review 

OSDM's distribution and administration of controlled substances discovered that the seals Of 

three DiI~udid carpujects1 were broken and one carpuject was leaking. The charge nurse believed 

that someone with access to the narcotics locker had tampered with the carpujects, but she was 

. i 
unable to identify the responsible party. 

1 A carpuject is a syringe device for the administration of injectable" fluid medication. It is 
designed with a luer-Iock device to accept a sterile hypodermic needle or to be linked directly to 

-intravenous tubing Jine. The produQ1 Qandeliver a,nintravenous or intramuscular injection by 
means of a special holder which attaches to the barrel and plunger. Meaicarioh-is-pr--efinedinto"the-I---~_-~ 

syringe barrel. When the plug atthe end of the barrel is advanced to the head of the barrel it 
discharges and releases the contents through the needle or the tubing. 
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19. On January 12,2010, the charge nurse was reviewing the Anesthesia Daily Narcotic. 

Log (ADNL) and discovered that Respondent had removed three 2mg/mL carpujects ofDilaudid 

for an OSDM anesthesiologist. The charge nurse knew that this anesthesiologist did not use 

Dilaudid t6 anesthetize his patients, and the patient's chart did not indicate Dilaudid had been 

administered by Respondent. The charge nurse contacted the anesthesiologist and he confirmed 

thathe had not ordered or authorized the removal ofDilaudid from the narcotics locker for this 

patient. 

20. On the afternoon ofJanuary 13,2010, while checking the ADNL, the charge nurse 

observed that Respondent had removed four 10 mg/ml carpujects of morphine that morning for 

one of their surgery patients. According to the ADNL, Respondent returned the four carpujects of 

morphine to the narcotics locker, then removed four carpujects ofDilaudid. The Dilaudid was 

not charted !is administered in the patient's medic!ltion administration record (MAR). The charge 

nurse notified the clinical director of OSDM of her findings. 

21. On January 14, 2010, Respondent was questioned by the clinical director and the 
. ,,/ 

charge nurse about the missing Dilaudid. Respondent admitted she removed the Dilaudid but had 

no explanation for the charting discrepancies. Respondent suggested the missing Dilaudid may 

be in her locker, but when she was allowed to retrieve it, Respondent l~ft the facility and was later 

found in the parking lot with her husband. Respondent admitted to the clinical director and a 

witnes~that on January 12th and 13th, she·had taken Dilaudid for her personal use. Respondent 
, 

also admitted she had tampered with the three carpujects the c~arge nurse discovered on January 

4,2010, and that she had taken morphine, Demero1; and Dilaudid from OSDM for her personal 

use over a period of several months. Respondent's employment was tenninated on January 14, 

2010. OSDM filed acomplaint with the Board bn or about January 21,2010. 

22. The following medication discrepancies were observed for Respondent's patients on 

January 12 and January 13,2010: 

11_1-----' . 

III 

III 
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ljarcotic Count Sheet-January 12 and January 13.2010 

23., On January 12,2010, Respondent charted on the Narcotic Count Sheet that she 

removed a total of 10 mg of Dilaudid, that she administered 2 mg, and that she returned 4 mg to 

the Narcotics Locker. However, the remaining 4 mg of Dilaudid was unaccounted for. 

24. On January 12,2010, Respondent charted on the Narcotic Count Sheet that she 

removed a total of 50 mg of morphine and that she administered 30 mg of morphine. However, 

the remaining 20 mg of morphine was unaccounted for. 
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the ADNL that she administered 1 mg of Dilaudid and 10 mg of morphine. This patient did not 

have a physician's order for morphine. Respondent failed to account for 1 mg of Dilaudid and 10 

mg of morphine. 

30: MR #3772: This patient had a physician's order for Dilaudid for post-operative pain. 

Respondent did not chart administration ofDilaudid in the patient's record, which is inconsistent 

with Respundent's entries on the ADNL and the Narcotic Count Sheet. Respondent charted on 

the ADNL that she administered 1 mg ofDilaudid and 5 mg ofmorjJhine. This patient did not 

.'have a physician's order for morphine. Respondent failed to account for 1 mg of Dilaudid and 5 

mg of morphine. 

31. MR #3774: This patient had a physician's order for Dilaudid for post-operative pain. 

Respondent did not chart administration of Dilaudid in the patient;s record, whiCh is inconsistent 
\ 

with Respondent's entries on the ADNL and the Narcotic Count Sheet. Respondent charted on 

the ADNL that she administered 1 mg of Dilaudid and 10 mg of morphine to this patient. This 

patient did not have a physiCian's order for morphine. Respond~nt failed to account for 1 mg of 

Dilaudid and 5 mg of morphine. 

32. On or about December 6, 2010, Respondent was terminated from the Board's Nursing 

Diversion Programforfailure to comply with the provisions of her rehabilitation plan. 

FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 
.. . 

(July 7,2011 Crimimll Conviction for Obtaining Prescription by Fraud & Deceit) 

33. Respondenthas subjected her license to disciplinary action under sections 490 and 

2761, subdivision (f) of the Code in that Respondent was convicted of a crime that is substantially 

related to the qualifications, functions, and duties of a registered nurse. The circumstances are as 

follows: 

On or about July 7, 2011, in a criminal proceeding entitled People ofthe State 

of California v. Mary Frances Mohr, iD San Diego County Superior Court, case number 

CD234023, Respondent pled guilty to Count 1 of the complaint, violating Health and Safety Code 
- ---- --------_. -------------------- .-_.,-----------_.. ._-_. ----- -""--- .. _-- ­

section 11173, subdivision (a), obtaining a prescription by fraud and deceit, a felony. Count 2 
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(possession of a controlled substance, Health & Safe. Code, § 11350(a)), and Count 3 (petty theft,
 

Pen. Code, § 484), were dismIssed .pursuant to a plea agreement.
 

b. As a result of the conviction, on or about October 13, 2011, Respondent was
 

sentenced to three years formal probation, required to serve 180 days in custody, and ordered to
 

pay fines, fees and restitution, among other terms.
 
) 

. ( 

SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 

(Unprofessional Conduct - Illegal Possessfon of Controlled Substances) 

34. Respondent has subjected her registered nurse license to disciplinary action under 

section ~762, subdivision (a) of the Code for unprofessional conduct in that Respondent obtained 

and illegally possessed controlled substances taken from her employer, as evidenced by her 

admission to diverting morphine, Demerol, and Dilaudid from her employer as detailed in 

paragraphs 17-32, above. 

TIDRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 

(Unprofessional Conduct - Illegal Use of Controlled Substances) 

35. Respondent has subjected her registered nurse license to disciplinary action under 

seCtion 2762, subdivision (b) of the Code for unprofessional conduct in that Respondent admitted 

using morphine, Demerol, and Dilaudid taken from her employer, an act that is dangerous andlor 

injurious to herself and others and it impaired her ability to safely conduct nursing as detailed in 

paragraphs 17-32, above. 

FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 

(Unprofessional Conduct - Conviction ofa Drug-Related Criminal Offense) 

36. Respondent has subjected her registered nurse license to disciplinary action under 

section 2762, subdivision (c)ofthe Code in that on or about July 7, 2011, Respondent was 

convicted of a criminal offense of violating Health and Safety Code section 11173, subdivision' 

(a), obtaining a prescription by fraud and deceit, as described in paragraph 33 above. 

III 

III 

III 
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FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE·
 

(Unprofessional Conduct - Falsified HospitallPatient's Records)
 

37. Respondent has subjected her registered nurse license to disciplinary action under 

section 2762, subdivision (e) of the Code for unprofessional conduct in that from January 12, 

2010 to January 13,2010, as des6ribed in paragraphs 17-32, a~ove, Respondent intentionally 

falsified, or made grossly incorrect or grossly inconsistent entries in OSDM's Anesthesia Daily 

Narcotic Logs, the Narcotic Count Sheets, and patient's records. 
I . 

PRAYER 

WHEREFORE, Complainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herein alleged, 

and thatfollowing the hearing, the Board of Registered Nursing issue a decision: 

1. Revoking or suspending Registered Nurse License Number 627861, iS$ued to Mary 

Frances Moht, also knownas Mary Frances Fenner; 

2. Ordering Mary Frances Mohr to pay the Board of Registered Nursing the reasonabl~ 

costs of the investigation and enforcement of this case, pursuant to Business and Professions 

Code section 125.3; 

3. Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper. 
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